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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the Amendment filed March 21 , 2006. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Claims 1 - 12 are pending in this Office Action. After a further search and a 
thorough examination of the present application, claims 1 - 12 remain rejected. The 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. §101 to claims 8-9 and 12 are withdrawn in view of the 
amendment. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed with respect to claims 1-12 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

First, Applicant argues on Page 7 of 11 that there is no teaching in Mutter of a 
difference engine for generating a modified version of the ohginal version of an 
electronic file using information of a first type of difference as required by claim 1. 

In response to Applicant's argument, the Examiner submits that Multer teaches 
the difference engine for generating a modified version of the original version of an 
electronic file using information of a first type of difference. Multer teaches the system 
including a difference engine receiving difference information associated with a change 
to at least one application data destination and applying the said difference information 
to the said destination. The application of the difference information would be the same 
as generating a modified version using the difference information (see column 3 lines 26 
- 32, Multer). Also Multer teaches that the difference engine comprising a data store 
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reflecting application data at a state priori the receipt of said difference information and 
a delta engine receiving difference information and comparing difference information to 
said data store to construct change information. Furthermore it teaches that the 
difference information may comprise a data file containing change transactions, which is 
combined with the data in the data store (see column 3 lines 33 - 40, Multer). 

Second, Applicant argues Page 8 of 11 that Multer fails to teach a difference 
engine for generating encoded differences between the modified version and the new 
version of an electronic file as required by claim 1. 

In response to Applicants argument, the Examiner submits that Multer teaches 
the generation of encoded differences between the modified version and the new 
version of an electronic file. Multer teaches the differencing transmitter extracting 
information from a structure A and converting the information extracted into difference 
information 'delta'. Difference information 'delta' comprises only the changes to 
structure B that have occurred on it and instructions for implementing those changes. 
Also the difference information 'delta' comprises only of the differences in the file and 
where the differences occur (see column 5 lines 56-67, Multer). Furthermore the 
difference information 'delta' received by the differencing receiver at structure B is 
reconstructed at the structure and the changes reflected are updated on the structure 
(see column 6 lines 1-5, Multer). 
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Third, Applicant argues on Page 9 of 11 that there is no teaching in Mutter of a 
difference engine for generating a modified version of the original version of an 
electronic file using information of a first type of difference as required by claim 6. 

In response to Applicants argument the Examiner submits that Mutter teaches 
the difference engine for generating a modified version of the original version of an 
electronic file using information of a first type of difference. Multer teaches the system 
including a difference engine receiving difference information associated with a change 
to at least one application data destination and applying the said difference information 
to the said destination. The application of the difference information would be the same 
as generating a modified version using the difference information (see column 3 lines 26 
- 32, Multer). Also Multer teaches that the difference engine comprising a data store 
reflecting application data at a state prior t the receipt of said difference information and 
a delta engine receiving difference information and comparing difference information to 
said data store to construct change information. Furthermore it teaches that the 
difference information may comprise a data file containing change transactions, which is 
combined with the data in the data store (see column 3 lines 33 - 40, Multer). 

Fourth, Applicant argues Page 9 of 11 that Multer fails to teach a difference 
engine for generating encoded differences between the modified version and the new 
version of an electronic file as required by claim 6. 

In response to Applicant's argument, the Examiner submits that Multer teaches 
the generation of encoded differences between the modified version and the new 
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version of an electronic file. Multer teaches the differencing transmitter extracting 
information from a structure A and converting the information extracted into difference 
information 'delta'. Difference information 'delta 1 comprises only the changes to 
structure B that have occurred on it and instructions for implementing those changes. 
Also the difference information 'delta' comprises only of the differences in the file and 
where the differences occur (see column 5 lines 56 - 67, Multer). Furthermore the 
difference information 'delta' received by the differencing receiver at structure B is 
reconstructed at the structure and the changes reflected are updated on the structure 
(see column 6 lines 1-5, Multer). 

Fifth, Applicant argues on Page 10 of 11 that there is no teaching in Multer of a 
difference engine for generating a modified version of the original version of an 
electronic file using information of a first type of difference as required by claims 8, 10 
and 12. 

In response to Applicants argument, the Examiner submits that Multer teaches 
the difference engine for generating a modified version of the original version of an 
electronic file using information of a first type of difference. Multer teaches the system 
including a difference engine receiving difference information associated with a change 
to at least one application data destination and applying the said difference information 
to the said destination. The application of the difference information would be the same 
as generating a modified version using the difference information (see column 3 lines 26 
- 32, Multer). Also Multer teaches that the difference engine comprising a data store 
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reflecting application data at a state prior t the receipt of said difference information and 
a delta engine receiving difference information and comparing difference information to 
said data store to construct change information. Furthermore it teaches that the 
difference information may comprise a data file containing change transactions, which is 
combined with the data in the data store (see column 3 lines 33 - 40, Mutter). 

Sixth, Applicant argues Page 8 of 11 that Multer fails to teach a difference 
engine for generating encoded differences between the modified version and the new 
version of an electronic file as required by claims 8, 10 and 12. 

In response to Applicants argument, the Examiner submits that Multer teaches 
the generation of encoded differences between the modified version and the new 
version of an electronic file. Multer teaches the differencing transmitter extracting 
information from a structure A and converting the information extracted into difference 
information 'delta'. Difference information 'delta' comprises only the changes to 
structure B that have occurred on it and instructions for implementing those changes. 
Also the difference information 'delta' comprises only of the differences in the file and 
where the differences occur (see column 5 lines 56-67, Multer). Furthermore the 
difference information 'delta' received by the differencing receiver at structure B is 
reconstructed at the structure and the changes reflected are updated on the structure 
(see column 6 lines 1-5, Multer). 
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Hence, Applicants arguments do not distinguish the claimed invention over the prior art 
of record. In light of the foregoing arguments, the 102 rejections are sustained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Multer 
et al. ('Multer' herein after) (US 6,694,336 B1). 

With respect to claim 1, 

Multer discloses a system for updating electronic files of remote devices (Figure 
9B), comprising: a first device including a file differencing engine that generates 
differences between an original version and a new version of an electronic file (Figure 6 
and column 7 lines 29 - 44, Multer) by: identifying a first type of difference between the 
original and the new versions (column 4 lines 5-8, Multer); generating a modified 
version of the original version using information of the first type of difference (column 3 
lines 26 - 32 and column 4 lines 13-18, Multer); generating encoded differences 
between the modified version and the new version, wherein the encoded differences 
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include a second type of difference between the original and the new versions (column 
4 lines 17-19 and column 5 lines 56-67, Multer); encoding the information of the first 
type of difference (column 14 lines 9 - 26, Multer); generating a difference file including 
the encoded differences and the encoded information of the first type of difference 
(column 39 lines 29 - 65, Multer); and a file updating engine hosted on the remote 
device, the file updating engine generating a copy of the new version using the 
difference file (column 4 lines 5-13, Multer). 

With respect to claim 2, 

Multer discloses the system of claim 1, wherein generating a copy of the new 
version using the difference file further comprises: receiving the difference file (column 4 
lines 8-9, Multer); reading the encoded information of the first type of difference 
(column 4 lines 9 - 10, Multer); generating a modified version of the original file using 
the encoded information of the first type of difference (column 4 lines 11-12, Multer); 
and generating a copy of the new file using the modified version of the original file and 
the encoded differences between the modified version and the new file (column 14 lines 
9-20, Multer). 

With respect to claim 3, 

Multer discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the first type of difference 
includes at least one of differences resulting from address shifts due to source code line 
deletions, differences resulting from address shifts due to source code line additions, 
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differences resulting from address shifts due to source code line modifications, 
differences resulting from address shifts due to code block swapping, and differences 
resulting from compiling/linking the new version (column 39 lines 29 - 43, Multer). 

With respect to claim 4, 

Multer discloses the system of claim 1 , wherein the second type of difference 
includes at least one of differences resulting from source code line deletions, 
differences resulting from source code line additions, differences resulting from source 
code line modifications, differences resulting from data initialization changes, 
differences resulting from resource file changes, differences resulting from configuration 
file changes, and differences resulting from dictionary changes (column 39 lines 29 - 43 
and 59-67, Multer). 

With respect to claim 5, 

Multer discloses the system of claim 1, wherein the remote device includes at 
least one of cellular telephones, portable communication devices, personal digital 
assistants, personal computers, and portable processor-based devices (column 9 lines 
35 - 60 and Figure 8, Multer). 

With respect to claim 6, 

Multer discloses an apparatus for generating difference files, comprising: means 
for identifying a first type of difference between an original file and a new file, wherein 
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the new file includes an updated version of the original file (column 4 lines 5-8, 
Multer); means for generating a modified version of the original file using information of 
the first type of difference (column 3 lines 26 - 32 and column 4 lines 13-18, Multer); 
means for generating encoded differences between the modified version and the new 
file, wherein the encoded differences include a second type of difference between the 
original and the new files (column 4 lines 17-19 and column 5 lines 56 - 67, Multer); 
means for encoding the information of the first type of difference (column 14 lines 9 - 
26, Multer); and means for generating a difference file including the encoded differences 
and the encoded information of the first type of difference (column 39 lines 29 - 65, 
Multer). 

With respect to claim 7, 

Multer discloses the apparatus of claim 6, further comprising means for 
transferring the difference file to a remote system that hosts a copy of the original file, 
the remote system updating the hosted copy of the original file using the difference file 
(Figure 9B and column 4 lines 5-13, Multer). 

With respect to claim 8, 

Multer discloses a method for generating difference files using a processor based 
system, comprising: receiving an original file and a new file, wherein the new file 
includes an updated version of the original file (Figure 6 and column 7 lines 29-44, 
Multer); identifying a first type of difference between the original file and the new file 
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(column 4 lines 5-8, Multer); generating a modified version of the original file using 
information of the first type of difference (column 3 lines 26 - 32 and column 4 lines 13 

- 18, Multer); generating encoded differences between the modified version and the 
new file, wherein the encoded differences include a second type of difference (column 4 
lines 17-19 and column 5 lines 56 - 67, Multer); encoding the information of the first 
type of difference (column 14 lines 9 - 26, Multer); and generating the difference file 
including the encoded differences and the encoded information of the first type of 
difference (column 39 lines 29 - 65, Multer). 

With respect to claim 9, 

Multer discloses the method of claim 8, further comprising: transferring the 
difference file to at least one remote system (Figure 17) via at least one coupling, 
wherein the remote system includes at least one processor-based system, wherein the 
coupling includes at least one of a wireless coupling, a wired coupling, and a hybrid 
wireless/wired coupling; and updating a hosted copy of the original file in the at least 
one remote system using the difference file (column 5 lines 46 - 55, column 10 lines 49 

- 55 and column 12 lines 58 - 64, Multer). 

With respect to claim 10, 

Multer discloses a method for updating electronic files hosted on remote systems 
(Figure 9B), comprising: receiving an original file and a new file, wherein the new file 
includes an updated version of the original file (Figure 6 and column 7 lines 29 - 44, 
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Multer); identifying a first type of difference between the original file and the new file 
(column 4 lines 5-8, Multer); generating a modified version of the original file using 
information of the first type of difference (column 3 lines 26 - 32 and column 4 lines 13 
- 18, Multer); generating encoded differences between the modified version and the 
new file, wherein the encoded differences include a second type of difference (column 4 
lines 17-19 and column 5 lines 56 - 67, Multer); encoding the information of the first 
type of difference (column 14 lines 9 - 26, Multer); generating a difference file including 
the encoded differences and the encoded information of the first type of difference 
(column 39 lines 29 - 65, Multer); and updating a hosted copy of the original file in the 
remote systems using the difference file (column 4 lines 5-13, Multer). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , 

Multer discloses the method of claim 10, wherein updating further comprises: 
receiving the difference file (column 4 lines 8-9, Multer); reading the encoded 
information of the first type of difference (column 4 lines 9-10, Multer); generating a 
modified version of the original file using the encoded information of the first type of 
difference (column 4 lines 11-12, Multer); and generating a copy of the new file using 
the modified version of the original file and the encoded differences between the 
modified version and the new file (column 14 lines 9 - 20, Multer). 



With respect to claim 12, 
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Multer discloses a computer readable storage medium including executable 
instructions which, when executed in a processing system (Figure 9A, 9B), generate a 
difference file that includes coded differences between an original file and a new file by: 
receiving the original and the new file, wherein the new file includes an updated version 
of the original file (Figure 6 and column 7 lines 29 - 44, Multer); identifying a first type of 
difference between the original file and the new file (column 4 lines 5-8, Multer); 
generating a modified version of the original file using information of the first type of 
difference (column 3 lines 26 - 32 and column 4 lines 13-18, Multer); generating 
encoded differences between the modified version and the new file (column 4 lines 17 - 
19 and column 5 lines 56 - 67, Multer); encoding the information of the first type of 
difference (column 14 lines 9 - 26, Multer); and generating a difference file including the 
encoded differences and the encoded information of the first type of difference (column 
39 lines 29-65, Multer). 
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Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/616,615 
Art Unit: 2166 



Page 15 



Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Navneet K. Ahluwalia whose telephone number is 571- 
272-5636. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alam T. Hosain can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Navneet K. Ahluwalia 

Examiner . CV"^ O 

Art Unit 2166 \ M^r^vU*w V 



MOHAMMAD ALI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




Dated: 06/01/2006 



